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DECISION REFUSING STATUS 
UNDER 37 C.F.R. § 1.47 (a) 



This is in response to the declaration filed July 18, 2003, the 
filing of which is being treated as a response to the decision 
refusing status under § 1.47(a) mailed March 11, 2003. This 
decision has also been considered in light of the " Request for 
Reconsideration of Petition under 37 CFR 1.47," filed August 8, 



The petition is DISMISSED . 



Rule 47 applicant is given TWO MONTHS from the mailing date of 
this decision to reply, correcting the below-noted deficiencies. 
Any reply should be entitled "Request for Reconsideration of 
Petition Under 37 C.F.R. §1.47 (a)," and should only address the 
deficiencies noted below, except that the reply may include an 
oath or declaration executed by the non-signing inventor. 
Failure to respond will result in abandonment of the application. 
Any extensions of time will be governed by 37 C.F.R. § 1.136(a). 



The above-identified application was filed on October 19, 2001, 
with an unexecuted declaration. In response to a "Notice to File 
Missing Parts of Nonprovisional Application" mailed January 30, 
2002, applicants filed the initial petition under § 1.47(a). 
However, the petition filed September 9, 2002 (certificate of 
mailing August 30, 2002), was dismissed for failure to submit 
adequate proof that non-signing inventor Perhaes refused to join 
in the application and for failure to submit an acceptable 
declaration (Decision mailed March 11, 2003) . 
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On July 18, 2003, applicants filed a declaration executed by 
inventor Perhaes, along with a three-month extension of time to 
make this reply timely. A proper declaration executed by the 
previously non-signing inventor may be a proper reply to a 
decision refusing status under § 1.47(a). 



However, in this instance, the declaration submitted is not 
acceptable. Specifically, this declaration, numbered pages 1 of 
2, identifies only inventor Perhaes. The signatures of foint 
inventors may be provided to the Office on separate declarations. 
However, each declaration must identify the entire inventive 
entity, as required by 35 U.S.C. 116 and 37 CFR § 1.63(a) (2) and 
consistent with the reguired averment therein that " I am ... an 
original, first and joint inventor (if plural names are listed 
below) of the subject matter which is claimed." Therefore, 
unless applicants now contend that inventor Perhaes is the sole 
inventor, the declaration submitted July 18, 2003, is not 
acceptable. 



In addition, the declaration submitted September 9, 2002, was 
unacceptable in form. Thus, the Office does not have an 
acceptable declaration executed by inventors Sprague and 
Beckman. On renewed petition, applicants are required to file an 
acceptable declaration by all of the joint inventors. 

Further correspondence with respect to this matter should be 
addressed as follows: 

By mail: Mail Stop Petition 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

By FAX: (703) 308-6916 

Attn: Office of Petitions 

By hand: Office of Petitions 

2201 South Clark Place 
Crystal Plaza 4, Suite 3C23 
Arlington, VA 
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inquiries related to this decision should be directed 
signed at (703) 305-0309. 
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5 etiitions Attorney 
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